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This action is in response to the communication filed on 12/20/2006. 



2 



DETAILED ACTION 



3 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR L114 



4 



5 



A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 



6 37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 

7 eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 

8 has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 

9 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/20/2006 has been entered. 
10 

1 1 Response to Arguments 

12 Applicant's arguments filed 12/20/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 

13 persuasive. 

14 Regarding applicants' argument that Saito did not disclose a "start section" that remains 

15 unencrypted, the examiner does not find the argument persuasive for the reasons previously 

16 given in the office action dated 7/27/2006. Furthermore, the only requirements of the start 

17 section are that it remains unencrypted, as does the leftmost unencrypted data block of Fig. 4G of 

18 Saito, and that an encrypted section of data is appended to the start section, as is the case in Saito 

19 as clearly seen in Fig. 4G. Appendix A of this office action has been provided to more clearly 

20 point out which portions of Saito correspond to which portions of the claim language, as is clear 

21 that the applicants have misinterpreted the rejection in view of Saito. Therefore, the examiner 
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1 does not find the arguments persuasive. Furthermore, the examiner notes that there is no 

2 requirement in the claim language that the "start section" be adjoined to the header. 
3 

4 Regarding applicants' argument that claims 6 and 13 do recite that "the header includes a 

5 part requiring information for playing the first unencrypted start section of the user data block 

6 and second information required for decrypting the following encrypted data block", the 

7 examiner does not find the argument persuasive. Saito teaches that a portion of the header, 

8 which contains the decryption key, is encrypted, while the portion that is not encrypted is 

9 necessary for recognizing the data, and therefore for playing the data. This can be seen in Saito 

10 Col. 8 Paragraphs 2-10, especially 5 and 8. As such, the examiner does not find the argument 

1 1 persuasive. 

12 Regarding applicants' argument that the claim language recites that the "start section, 

13 which is unencrypted, follows the header and is the first part of the user data", the examiner does 

14 not find the argument persuasive. The claim language does not recite that the start section is "the 

15 first part of the user data", but rather that the start section is "a first part". The claim language 

16 does not require the start section to be adjoined to the header in the file. As such, the examiner 

1 7 does not find the argument persuasive. 

18 Regarding applicants' argument that there is support in the specification for the limitation 

19 of a unit for processing only the information of the header which is needed to play back the start 

20 section of the user data block", the examiner does not find the argument persuasive. As 

21 explained in the advisory action dated 10/12/2006, although the specification does provide 

22 support for "a unit which initially processes only the information necessary for playing back the 
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1 unencrypted section", there is no support for a unit which processes only that information and 

. 2 never any other information. As such, the examiner still does not find the argument persuasive. 

3 The examiner further notes that the applicants have incorrectly asserted the examiner's 

4 opinion regarding the rejection under 35 USC 1 12 1 st paragraph in Page 4 of the communication 

5 dated 12/20/2006. The examiner has made no such comment of record or otherwise that "this 

6 disclosure in the specification is sufficient for overcoming this objection" or rejection. 

7 The examiner has not found the arguments to be persuasive and has therefore maintained 

8 the prior art rejections previously presented. 

9 All objections and rejections not set forth below have been withdrawn. 

1 0 Claims 1-18 have been examined. 

11 Drawings 

12 The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 

13 feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "unit for processing only the 

14 information of the header which is needed to play back the start section of the user data block" 

15 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

16 Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 121(d) are required in reply to 

17 the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 

18 sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 

19 even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 

20 should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 

21 must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 

22 be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
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1 drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 

2 renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 

3 application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 

4 pursuant to 37 CFR 1. 121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 

5 be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 

6 objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

7 Specification 

8 The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 

9 claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 

10 following is required: The specification is objected to for failing to provide support for the claim 

1 1 limitation of "a unit for processing only the information of the header which is needed to play 

12 back the start section of the user data block", or "processing only the information of the header 

13 which is needed to play back the start section of the user data block". See the rejection of claims 

14 1 3 - 1 6 and 1 8 under 3 5 USC 1 1 2 1 st Paragraph below. 

1 5 Claim Objections 

1 6 Claims 6-10 and 13-16 are obj ected to because of the following- informalities: - 

17 Claims 6-10 and 13-16 use the term "the unencrypted start section", throughout the claim 

1 8 language, to refer to the start section which contains unencrypted user data. However, this is not 

19 proper as the claimed start section is not necessarily unencrypted, but rather it must contain at 

20 least some unencrypted data. As such, the examiner suggest changing the language to readjust 

21 "the start section". 
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1 Claims 7 and 14 recite "the processed information of the header" which could refer to 

2 either the information that was needed for playback of the start section, or the information which 

3 was not needed for playback of the start section. As such, the claim is unclear and should be 

4 corrected to particularly point out which information is being referred to by this limitation. The 

5 examiner will assume, for searching the prior art, that either information falls within the scope of 

6 the claim language. 

7 Appropriate correction is required. 
8 

9 Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

10 The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

1 1 The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 

1 2 and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 

1 3 pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 

1 4 contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
15 

16 

17 Claims 13-16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 

18 comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 

19 was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 

20 relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 

2 1 claimed invention. 

22 Although the specification provides support for initially processing only the information 

23 of the header which is needed to play back the start section of the user data block, there is neither 

24 support for only processing such data, nor support for a unit which processes only this data. As 

25 such, one of ordinary skill in the art would be unable to ascertain that the applicants were in 
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1 possession of the invention as claimed at the time of application. Therefore, claims 13-16 and 18 

2 are rejected for failing to meet the written description requirement of 35 USC 1 12 1 st Paragraph. 

3 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4 The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 

5 basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

6 A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

7 (e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 

8 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 

9 (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 

10 invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 

1 1 treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 

12 application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 

13 States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
14 

15 Claims 1, 3, 11-12, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

16 Saito (US Patent Number 6,744,894). 

17 Regarding claims 1 and 12, Saito disclosed a method for generating an encrypted user 



18 data stream, which has a header and a user data block (See Saito Fig. 4G), comprising the 

19 following steps: generating the header (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 8); and generating the user 

20 data block which follows the header by means of the following substeps: using a first part of the 



21 user data to be encrypted as start section for the user data block, the start section remaining 

22 unencrypted (See Saito Fig. 4G and Col. 8 Paragraphs 6-10); encrypting a second part of user 

23 data to be encrypted which follow the first part of the user data to obtain encrypted data (See 

24 Saito Fig. 4G); and appending the encrypted user data to the unencrypted start section (See Saito 

25 Fig. 4G). 
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1 Regarding claim 3, Saito disclosed that the second part does not comprise all the user 

2 data to be encrypted and wherein the step of generating the user data block includes the 

3 following substep: appending a third part of user data to be encrypted, which follow the second 

4 part, to the encrypted user data of the second part, the user data of the third part being ' 

5 unencrypted (See Saito Fig. 4G and Col. 8). 

6 Regarding claims 1 1, and 17, Saito disclosed the data as audio or video data (See Saito 

7 Col. 8 Paragraph 2). 

8 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

10 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

1 1 A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 

12 described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 

1 3 sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 

14 been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 

1 5 which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 

1 6 the invention was made. 
17 

18 Claims 2, and 4-6, 10, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

19 over Saito. . . . 

20 Regarding claims 2, and 4-5, Saito disclosed generating the header (See the rejection of 

21 claim 1 above) but failed to specifically disclose entering the length of the start section in the 

22 header. However, Saito did disclose that the header data needed to contain information that 

23 would allow the content to be recognized. Furthermore, it was well known at the time of 

24 invention that header data included the various lengths of portions of the data associated with the 

25 header. Also, it was well known to include a total length for the content in the header. 
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1 Therefore, it would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

2 invention to employ what was known in the art at the time of invention by adding the lengths of 

3 the various portions of the content in Fig. 4G to the header and the total length. This would have 

4 been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been motivated to allow 

5 the content to be recognized. 

6 Regarding claims 6-7, Saito disclosed a method for playing back an encrypted 

7 multimedia data stream, which has a header and a user data block, where a start section of the 

8 user data block, which follows the header, contains unencrypted user data and where a further 

9 section of the user data block contains encrypted user data, where the header contains 

10 information which is needed to play back the start section of the user data block and where the 

1 1 header contains information which is not needed to play back the unencrypted start section of the 

12 user data block (See Saito Fig. 4G and Col. 8), comprising the following steps: processing the 

13 information of the header which is needed to play back the start section of the user data block 

14 (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 2), processing the information of the header which is not needed to 

15 play back the unencrypted start section (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraphs 2-10); and decrypting the 

16 further section of the user data block using the processed information of the header (See Saito - 

17 Col. 8 Paragraphs 2-10); but failed to disclose specifically playing back the data. However, it is 

18 implied that the data was meant to be played back since Saito disclosed that the data was video 

19 data (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 2). 

20 Regarding claims 13-14, and 18, Saito disclosed a method for playing back an encrypted 

21 multimedia data stream, which has a header and a user data block, where a start section of the 

22 user data block, which follows the header, contains unencrypted user data and where a further 
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1 section of the user data block contains encrypted user data, where the header contains 

2 information which is needed to play back the start section of the user data block and where the 

3 header contains information which is not needed to play back the unencrypted start section of the 

4 user data block (See Saito Fig. 4G and Col. 8), comprising the following steps: processing the 

5 information of the header which is needed to play back the start section of the user data block 

6 (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 2), processing the information of the header which is not needed to 

7 play back the unencrypted start section (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraphs 2-10); and decrypting the 

8 further section of the user data block using the processed information of the header (See Saito 

9 Col. 8 Paragraphs 2-10); but failed to disclose specifically playing back the data. However, it is 

10 implied that the data was meant to be played back since Saito disclosed that the data was video 

1 1 data (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 2), and it was further obvious that playback would have been in 

12 response to processing the header data (used to allow the content to be recognized, as seen in 

13 Saito Col. 8). Saito further did not specifically disclose a unit which only processes the header. 

14 However, it was well known in the art that modularization of a system improved the flexibility 

15 and comprehensibility of the system, and as such it would have been obvious to have broken the 

16 system in to different modules, and as header processors were also well know in the art it would - 

17 have been obvious to have used a dedicated header processor in the system of Saito. 

18 Regarding claim 10, Saito disclosed that the data was encoded (See Saito Col. 2 

19 Paragraph 2) and it was therefore obvious that the type of coding was indicated in the header 

20 data in order to recognize the data. 
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1 Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saito as 

2 applied to claims 7 and 14 above, and further in view of Downs et al. (US Patent Number 

3 6,226,618). 

4 Saito disclosed the different portions of header data (See the rejection of claim 6 above), 

5 but failed to disclose concurrent processing of the encrypted data while playing back the 

6 unencrypted data. 

7 Downs teaches that concurrently decrypting the data while playing unencrypted data 

8 makes the decryption more efficient since the entire file does not need to be decrypted prior to 

9 beginning playback (See Downs Col. 82 Paragraph 5). 

10 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

1 1 invention to employ the teachings of Downs in the decryption system of Saito by concurrently 

12 playing and decrypting. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in 

13 the art would have been motivated to increase the efficiency of the decryption system. 

14 Claims 9 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saito as 

15 applied to claims 6 and 13 above, and further in view of Rump et al. (DE 196 25 635 CI). 

1 6 Saito disclosed encrypted and unencrypted portions of the content (See Saito Fig. 4G) but 

17 failed to disclose the length of the unencrypted portion. 

18 Rump teaches that unencrypted data can be used as sample data for the content and that 

19 the data should be 20 seconds in length (See Rump Col .2 Last Paragraph to Col .3 First 

20 paragraph). 

21 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

22 invention to employ the teachings of Rump in the content encryption system of Saito by 
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1 providing 20 seconds of unencrypted data as sample data. This would have been obvious 

2 because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been motivated to allow the user to 

3 sample the content before purchasing the content. 

4 Conclusion 

5 Claims 1-18 have been rejected. 

6 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

7 disclosure. 

8 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

9 examiner should be directed to Matthew T. Henning whose telephone number is (571) 272-3790. 

10 The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 

11 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

12 supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 

13 organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

14 Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

15 Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

16 may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

17 applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

18 system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

19 system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

20 like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

21 information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
22 
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